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ATTACHMENT - CLAIMS LISTING 



This listing of claims will replace all prior versions, and listings, of claims in the 
application. 

1-27. (canceled) 

28. (currently amended) An apparatus for receiving an application made by an 
applicant and for assessing the application by a plurality of application recipients, said 
apparatus l ncluding: comprlsing: 

computer memon/: and 

a processor for executing instruction for: 

computing m e ans conf i gured or programm e d 

(a) collecting at least two sets of decision criteria from at least two application 
recipients, each set comprising one or more decision criteria, and each 
decision criterion having a respective value, boundary or range: 

(b) determining respective unions of the values, boundaries or ranges of 
respective same decision criterion present in the at least two sets of 
decision criteria by analyzing the data value, boundary or range boundary 
reguirements of each same decision criteria in the at least two sets of 
decision criteria: 

(c) generating a superset of decision criteria which comprises at least one 
decision criterion from the at least two sets of decision criteria with the 
determined respective union of values, boundary or ranges: 

to stor e or access a sup e rs e t of non r e dundant approva l crit e ria, 

compr i sing a union of r e sp e ctiv e sets of approval crit e ria of the plurality of 
applicat i on r e cipi e nts by pars i ng th e s e ts of approva l crit e ria, wh e re i n at 
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non r e dundant queries associated with said superset of approval decision 
criteria for tlie two or more of the plurality of application recipients; 

fe>(f) to receive receiving the application information; 

4d4(g) to access accessing said approval decision criteria of said application 
recipients , and; 

(e^(h) to assess accessing said application according to said approva l decision 

criteria of each of said application recipients; and 
ffl(g) to form forming a respective separate assessment of said application for 

each of said application recipients, each respective separate assessment 

being an approval or a rejection of the application. 

29. (currently amended) A ft The apparatus as claimed in claim 28, wherein the 
comput i ng m e ans is furth e r conf i gur e d or programm e d processor is further for executing 
instruction for : 

(a) to request th e reguesting application information for the two or more of the 
plurality of application recipients by presenting a number of questions or a 
number of sets of questions in sequence to said applicant; 

(b) to r e c e iv e receiving responses to said questions from said applicant, 
wherein said application information constitutes or is determined from said 
responses; and 

(c) to opt i m i z e optimizing said sequence to reduce or minimize said number 
of questions or sets of questions. 

30. (currently amended) A ftThe apparatus as claimed in claim 28, furthe r including 
comprises : 

an input-meaft s device for said applicant to input said application to said 
computing m e ans processor memory : and 

communication m e ans a communication device for communicating or sending 
said assessments of said application to said applicant. 
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31 . (currently amended) A ft The apparatus as claimed in claim 28, wherein said 
computing means is further configured or programmed processor is further for executing 
instruction for: 

(a) to pr e sen t presenting to the applicant a first selected form and to receive 
the first selected form containing first information after completion by the 
applicant, 

(b) to construct constructing and immediatel y pr e s e n t presenting to said 
applicant a second form pertaining to a respective selection from said 
superset o f approva l decision criteria for the two or more of the plurality of 
application recipients where said respective selection is made by said 
computing means from said superset of application approval decision 
criteria on the basis of the first information provided by said applicant in 
said completed and received first selected form and to receive via-^ai4 an 
input-meafts device, the second form containing second information after 
completion by the applicant, and then to progressively construct and 
immediately present to said applicant one or more subsequent forms 
pertaining to a respective selection from said superset o f approval 
decision criteria where said respective selection is made by said 
computing m e ans processor from said superset o f approv al decision 
criteria on the basis of some of the information previously provided by said 
applicant in previously completed and received forms and to receive the 
one or more subsequent forms after completion by the applicant, 

(c) so that sufficient data entry fields are ultimately presented to said 
applicant in said second and the one or more subsequent forms to 
constitute the completed application, and 

(d) so that the requesting of unnecessary information in said second and the 
one or more subsequent forms, which unnecessary information being 
information rendered redundant by the information provided by the 
applicant in an already completed form, can be avoided. 
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32. (currently amended) A method for receiving an application made by an applicant 
and for accessing the application by a plurality of application recipients, the method 
comprising the steps of: 

a) collecting at least two sets of decision criteria from at least two application 
recipients, each set comprising one or more decision criteria, and each 
decision criterion having a respective value, boundary or range: 

b) determining a respective union of the values, boundaries or ranges for 
each respective same decision criterion present in the at least two sets of 
decision criteria by analyzing the data value, boundary or range boundary 
reguirements of each decision criteria in the at least two sets of decision 
criteria: 

c) generating a superset of decision criteria which comprises at least one 
decision criterion from the at least two sets of decision criteria with the 
determined respective union of values, boundary or ranges: f orm i ng a 
sup e rs e t of non - r e dundant approval crit e ria comprising a union of 
respectiv e sets of approval crit e r i a of th e p l urality of application rec i p ie nts 
by parsing th e sets of approval cr i teria, wh e r e in at least on e sam e 
approval crit e ria is pr e sent in at l east two of th e s e ts of approval crit e ria; 

bd) determining application information which is required from the applicant to 
assess the application against the superset o f approva l decision criteria 
for the two or more of the plurality of application recipients; 

ee) presenting the applicant with the application information, constituting the 
application for the two or more of the plurality of application recipients, the 
application information being requested b y non r e dundant queries 
associated with the superset o f approval decision criteria for the two or 
more of the plurality of application recipients; 

f4) electronically receiving the application information from said applicant; 

ge) electronically assessing the application according to the approval criteria 
of each of said application recipients; and 
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hf) electronically forming a respective separate assessment for each of said 
application recipients, wherein each respective separate assessment 
formed is an approval or a rejection of the application. 

33. (currently amended) A The method as claimed in claim 32, further comprising the 
steps of: 

electronically presenting a number of questions or a number of sets of questions 
in sequence to said applicant for the two or more of the plurality of application 
recipients; 

electronically receiving responses to said questions from said applicant, wherein 
said application information constitutes or is determined from said responses; and 

electronically optimizing said sequence to reduce or minimize said number of 
questions or sets of questions. 

34. (currently amended) A The method as claimed in claim 32, further comprising the 
steps of electronically communicating or sending said assessments of said application 
to said applicant. 

35-48. (canceled) 

49. (currently amended) A fiThe apparatus as claimed in claim 28, wherein the 
computing m e ans is further configured or p r oqramm o d processor is further for executing 
instruction for: 

(a) to d e t e rmin e determining any dependency of any of said approval decision 
criteria on any other, 

(b) to r e gu e st reguesting the application information by presenting a number 
of questions or a number of sets of questions in sequence to the applicant, 

(c) to promot e promoting in said sequence, so as to be presented sooner, 
those questions whose responses render a high, or the greatest possible, 
number of later questions redundant, and 
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(d) to-QFR tt omitting any questions thereby rendered redundant. 

50. (currently amended) A oThe apparatus as claimed in claim 28, wherein the 
computing m e ans is further conficiured or programm e d processor is further for executing 
instruction for : 

to r e qu e st requesting the application information by presenting a number of 
questions or a number of sets of questions in sequence to said applicant for the two or 
more of the plurality of application recipients, said questions comprising groups of 
questions pertaining to respective types of application information; and 

to includ e including an introductory question in at least one of said groups of 
questions to reduce ambiguity in the respective group of questions. 

51. (currently amended) A eThe apparatus as claimed in claim 28, wherein the 
computing m e ans i s further configur e d or programm e d processor is further for executing 
instruction for : 

to r e gu e st reguesting the application information by presenting a number of 
questions or a number of sets of questions in sequence to said applicant for the two or 
more of the plurality of application recipients; and 

to adjus t adjusting the sequence of questions yet to be presented to the applicant 
in response to application information supplied by the applicant in response to questions 
previously presented to the applicant. 

52. (currently amended) A ftThe apparatus as claimed in claim 28, wherein-sai4 
computing m e ans i s furth e r configur e d or programm e d to ignor e the processor is further 
for executing instruction for ignoring one or more defects in application information 
returned by the applicant on the basis of preset tolerances for decision certainty. 

53. (currently amended) A ftThe apparatus as claimed in claim 28, wherein-said 
computing m e ans is furth e r configur e d or programm e d to r e frain the processor is further 
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for executing instruction for refraining from requesting certain application information 
deemed non-critical In some or all circumstances. 

54. (currently amended) A ft The apparatus as claimed in claim 28, wherein-sai4 
comput i na moans i s further configured or programm e d to the processor is further for 
executing instruction for forming form the superset o f approval decision criteria for the 
two or more of the plurality of application recipients from the respective sets o f approval 
decision criteria. 

55. (currently amended) Aft The apparatus as claimed in claim 28, wherein-sai4 
comput i ng m e ans is furth e r conf i gur e d or programmed to d e t e rmin e the processor is 
further for executing instruction for determining what application information is required 
to assess the application against the superset o f approval decision criteria for the two or 
more of the plurality of application recipients. 

56. (currently amended) A The method as claimed in claim 32, including: 

determining any dependency of any of said approval decision criteria on any 

other; 

requesting the application information by presenting a number of questions or a 
number of sets of questions in sequence to the applicant; 

promoting in said sequence, so as to be presented sooner, those questions 
whose responses render a high, or the greatest possible, number of later questions 
redundant; and 

omitting any questions thereby rendered redundant. 

57. (currently amended) A The method as claimed in claim 32, including: 

requesting the application information by presenting a number of questions or a 
number of sets of questions in sequence to said applicant for the two or more of the 
plurality of application recipients; 
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receiving responses to said questions from said applicant, wherein said 
application information constitutes or is determined from said responses; and 

optimizing said sequence to reduce or minimize said number of questions or sets 
of questions. 

58. (currently amended) A The method as claimed in claim 32, including: 

requesting the application information by presenting a number of questions or a 
number of sets of questions in sequence to said applicant for the two or more of the 
plurality of application recipients, said questions comprising groups of questions 
pertaining to respective types of application information; and 

including an introductory question in at least one of said groups of questions to 
reduce ambiguity in the respective group of questions. 

59. (currently amended) A The method as claimed in claim 32, including: 

requesting the application information by presenting a number of questions or a 
number of sets of questions in sequence to said applicant for the two or more of the 
plurality of application recipients; and 

adjusting the sequence of questions yet to be presented to the applicant in 
response to application information supplied by the applicant in response to questions 
previously presented to the applicant. 

60. (currently amended) A The method as claimed in claim 32, including: 

ignoring one or more defects in application information returned by the applicant 
on the basis of preset tolerances for decision certainty. 

61 . (currently amended) A The method as claimed in claim 32, including: 

refraining from requesting certain application information deemed non-critical in 
some or all circumstances. 
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62. (new) A computer readable medium containing executable instruction for receiving 
an application made by an applicant and for accessing the application by a plurality of 
application recipients, the executable instruction, when executed for: 

a) collecting at least two sets of decision criteria from at least two application 
recipients, each set comprising one or more decision criteria, and each 
decision criterion having a respective value, boundary or range; 

b) determining a respective union of the values, boundaries or ranges for 
each respective same decision criterion present in the at least two sets of 
decision criteria by analyzing the data value, boundary or range boundary 
requirements of each decision criteria in the at least two sets of decision 
criteria; 

c) generating a superset of decision criteria which comprises at least one 
decision criterion from the at least two sets of decision criteria with the 
determined respective union of values, boundaries or ranges; 

d) determining application information which is required from the applicant to 
assess the application against the superset of decision criteria for the two 
or more of the plurality of application recipients; 

e) presenting the applicant with the application information, constituting the 
application for the two or more of the plurality of application recipients, the 
application information being requested by queries associated with the 
superset of decision criteria for the two or more of the plurality of 
application recipients; 

f) receiving the application information from the applicant; 

g) assessing the application according to the decision criteria of each of the 
application recipients; and 

h) forming a respective separate assessment for each of the application 
recipients, wherein each respective separate assessment formed is an 
approval or a rejection of the application. 
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